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- To Trr. CHIISTIAN ScrEnNce Mom-ron

TOom ihe cormmen
your columns and in other papers, it is
apparent that thare has been much mis-

understanding of the purpose and scope

of the hearings of the Senate Subcom-
mittee on Tn.ernal Security in the case
of Dr. Linus Pauling. I should like to try

© to set the record stiaight.

First, 1 wish to emphasize that the Sub-
committee is 1.0t investigating Dr. Pauling’s
viewpoint oa auciear testing. Nor s there
any question «f nis right or the right of any
Americar. citizen to petition the.United
States Gov?rn'mc-m +‘ther diyectly or indie
rectly via the Urited Natic ne. Furthermore,
it accepts the tenl that the Jreat majority
of those who signed the pclmon signed it
in ¢complete gcod faith as an appropriate
evoression of their personal views.

The Subcomnittee is investigating one

“thing and one thing only: Was there sub-

stantial. Communist psrticipation in the

. organization of 1he petition? Was the

petition tilized for Communist propa-
ganda vpurposes in support of Soviet
forcign policy, and if se, in what manner
and to what degree”

Dr. Pauling hax been asked for two
things by the <ubcommittee: .
+He his becen ask~d for the actual wig-

natures of ‘those who gigned the petition—

singe he filed {ypewritten lists instead of

" the .originals or pbotographic facsimiles

witli the UN,
HE& has been -asked for the lctlels he

’ recelved transmitting to him signatures or

. nameyg for the petition.

1 behe\e these are-simple and reason-

"~ able ‘requests. Any ofﬂclll in govermment

who recsived a petition on any guestion
that ‘congisted of typewritten lists of

. names, would elther {gnore the petition or

i
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* of this policy,

' the matter ot
Cing's petiuon may

' mittee. does nof pass

ask to see the original signatures. More-
over, the authenticity of names on a peli-
tion is, in‘general practice, established by
the certification of whoever gathered the
signatures.

It is to be regretted that Dr Pauling hae
tt‘lDOnd"d ta the L omom o
ter, with Dr 11;?; :u‘)vjld Iam confident,’,

ar in
stitl gons;d::tii;n:lci:::ﬂzy to investigate {
ests of ou Communist panicxpauon t
ontained in Dr. Paul-14
or may not have been
in this the Subcom-

The arguments ¢

mtnnmcally valid:

The Case of Dr. Paulmg N

STATINTL

f Communists participated in the work ot

judgment. H°“’°“5 1

as mdividuals er simply becailse they be-:
lieve in its purpose. A Comrhunist never'
acts simply as an fndividual He is a meme,
ber of a disciplined, conamratorlll organe:

ization, directed by » hostile foreign gov-,, N

ernment avhich, in statement after state«’
ment from Lenin through Stalin and®
Khrushchev, has committed itself to bufy
the Westcrn democracies. Whatever action’
a Communist takes is taken under orders.
and is intended to subserve the interests
of the Communist conspiracy. That is why
the questian of Communist parﬁcipnuon is
of importance,

The Subcommittiee's interest n Dr. -

Pauling's petition is justified by evidence

_already received by the Subcommittee re-

apmting infitration of the test-ban move-
meent.

Dr. Pauling has stated that he refusel
“as a matter of conscience” to make public
the names of those who collabqrated with
him in organizing the petition or the let~
ters of transmittal received from them
because this would expose them ta re-,
prisals.

For the life of me, I cannot understand
this talk about “repnsa}s ”

The general position that Dr. Plullhg
holds on nuclear testing is a widely held
one. For my own part, 1 consider it mis-
talen: but I recognize that it iz shared by
many Americans who are genuinely con-
cerned about what they consider to be the
best interests of the United States, It is, in
some measure, the position of the ad-
ministration, Given this litultlon, it s
preposterous to suggest that the subcom-
mittee would or could inflict reprisals— *
doubly preposterous in view of the fact
that many of those who colllborlted with
Dr. Pauling were nailonals of torei]n
countries.

It has been stated by Iir. Pauling and by
otbers that the Subcommittee’s action in
this case constitutes a violation of the right
of petition. I kriow of no definition of the
rignt of pelition that would confer the.
sri.rlege of secrecy or anonymity on the
aryanlvere of petition. A petition is by its
N .Aum a public act and in this sense,
. - .. 1-hdc organization, it comes under
ooy ;1rlc of full disclosure.

THoMAB J. Dopo,
Acting Chairman,
\,. S. Scnale Subcommittee
W inglon bn Inhternal Securl‘tj.f"
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